became issued patent 4 150. Therefore, the '150 cannot be considered a 102 reference for the 
instant application. However, if the Examiner wishes the Applicants to file a Terminal 
Disclaimer, they are prepared to do so. 

The Examiner has kindly allowed Claims 47, 50, 52, 56 and 65. 

The Examiner objected to Claims 28-31 and 35 as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim. Since the base claims 1 and 32 are allowable as discussed above, the Applicants believe it 
is not necessary to amend to comply with the Examiner's suggestion that they be rewritten in 
independent form including all limitation of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The Applicants are submitting an authorization to charge Deposit Account 501648 for the 
fees for two-month extension authorized above. 

The Applicant requests that the Examiner do a reexamination of the application and allow 
the remaining claims (1-4, 9-10, 13, 17, 28-32, 35, 47, 50, 52, 56^5,68-69, 72, 79, 84, 96-99 
and 101) in the case. / J 
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ABSTRACT 

Electro-optical glazing structures having total-reflection and semi-transparent and totally 
transparent modes of operation that are electrically switchable for use in dynamically controlling 
electromagnetic radiation flow in diverse, applications. 
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